
ALVINA PLANTINGI EWOLUCYJNY ARGUMENT PRZECIWKO NATURALIZMOWI 39

L e w i s  C. S.: Cudy. Wprowadzenie ogólne, t". S. Pacu"a, Warszawa: Instytut Wydawniczy 

PAX 1958. 

O� C o n n o r  T.: A House Divided against Itself Cannot Stand, [w:] J. B e i l b y  (ed.), Natura-

lism Defeated? Essays on Plantinga�s Evolutionary Argument Against Naturalism, Ithaca� 

London: Cornell University Press 2002, s. 129-134. 

P l a n t i n g a  A.: Reply to Beilby�s Cohorts, [w:] J. B e i l b y  (ed.), Naturalism Defeated? 

Essays on Plantinga�s Evolutionary Argument Against Naturalism, Ithaca�London: Cornell 

University Press 2002, s. 204-275. 

�  Ewolucyjny Argument przeciwko naturalizmowi, prze". M. Iwanicki, �Roczniki Filozo-

ficzne� 52 (2004), nr 1, s. 399-413. 

R a m s e y  W.: Naturalism Defended, [w:] J. B e i l b y  (ed.), Naturalism Defeated? Essays on 

Plantinga�s Evolutionary Argument Against Naturalism, Ithaca�London: Cornell University 

Press 2002, s. 15-30. 

S o s a  E.: Plantinga�s Evolutionary Meditations, [w:] J. B e i l b y  (ed.), Naturalism Defeated? 

Essays on Plantinga�s Evolutionary Argument Against Naturalism, Ithaca�London: Cornell 

University Press 2002, s. 91-102. 

S z u b k a  T.: Fizykalizm, [w:] J. H e r b u t  (red.), Leksykon Filozofii Klasycznej, Lublin: TN 

KUL 1997, s. 243-244.  

T a l b o t t  W. J.: The Illusion of Defeat, [w:] J. B e i l b y  (ed.), Naturalism Defeated? Essays 

on Plantinga�s Evolutionary Argument Against Naturalism, Ithaca�London: Cornell Univer-

sity Press 2002, s. 153-164. 

  

ALVIN PLANTINGA�S EVOLUTION ARGUMENT 

AGAINST NATURALISM 

S u m m a r y 

In the article the proposition is put forward that naturalism connected with evolutionism is 

an attitude involved in many problems, and the rationality of the naturalist attitude is not credi-

ble. The proposition is proven on the basis of the evolution argument against the form of natu-

ralism that assumes that evolution theories are true, which was formulated by Alvin Plantinga. 

In the article it is shown that the naturalist explanation of human cognitive mechanisms is self-

refuting. The naturalist claims that man�s cognitive system originated by way of evolutionary 

processes, and the aim of these processes is man�s survival, and not the truth of his beliefs; 

hence � on the basis of such reasoning � one may doubt if all beliefs are true, including the natu-

ralist one. Hence in the article it is shown that the naturalist�s all beliefs, and among them the 

belief that �God does not exist�, cannot be credible. An indirect aim of the evolution argument 

against naturalism is also intellectual defense of credibility of the theist image of the world. 

The starting point of the article is presentation of the argument that half a century earlier 

was formulated by Clive Staples Lewis. Next the details of Plantinga�s argumentation and con-

troversies connected with it are shown. In the final part of the article the relation between natu-

ralism and theism is discussed. In conclusion it is stated that the naturalist attitude does not at-

tain what is required, so that a naturalist could state that it is the way he thinks; and this is why 

he is not able to threaten Christian theism.  
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